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Table 1:  
Forms of malpractice in high stakes examinations 
Development	 Description	 Involvement	Leakage	 Contents	of	the	examination	disclosed	 Usually	involves	teachers,	examiners,	printers,	proofreaders	or	school	administrators	External	assistance	 Unauthorized	assistance	to	candidates	during	examinations	 Involves	invigilators,	writing	answers	on	the	blackboard,	circulating	4	sheets	of	work	during	the	course	of	the	exam	Smuggling	of	foreign	materials	 “Crib	notes”,	charts	and	answer	booklets.	Frequently	smuggled	in	pants,	shoes,	hems	or	parts	of	the	body	
Involves	only	the	candidates	and/or	their	friends	
Copying	 Reproduction	of	another	candidate’s	work	with	or	without	permission	 Usually	relates	to	inadequate	spacing	between	desks	and	lax	supervision	Collusion	 Unauthorized	passing	of	information	between	candidates	(scripts	or	notes)	
Usually	relates	to	inadequate	spacing	between	desks	and	lax	supervision	Intimidation	 Examination	officials,	even	markers	of	papers)	are	physically	threatened	 Involves	candidates	(sometimes	places	weapons	in	clear	view	of	officials)	Substitution	of	scripts	 Replacing	answer	sheets	handed	out	during	the	course	of	the	exam	with	ones	written	outside	the	center	
Usually	involves	invigilators,	even	teachers	working	outside	the	examination	room	
Adapted from the World Bank (2001) Bultas,	Schmuke,	Davis	and	Palmer	(2017)	argued	that	statistics	relating	to	cheating	in	a	college	have	consistently	indicated	that	over	50%	of	college	students	are	involved	in	dishonest	academic	conduct.	In	a	survey	of	students	in	a	religious	affiliated	university	in	the	United	States,	the	authors	found	that	upper	division	and	second-degree	nursing	students	were	less	tolerant	and	more	condemnatory	of	cheating	than	younger	students.	The	most	common	dishonest	classroom	behaviours	included	asking	and	telling	other	students	the	content	of	the	exam,	while	the	most	common	dishonest	clinical	job	related	
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